[No. 96] 


COMMITTEE HEARING ON S. 1999, H. R. 9200, H. R. 6223, 
. 9006, S. 3197, H. R. 9008, H. R. 9001, H. R. 7734, H. R. 9561, 
R, 7131 


Housr or REPRESENTATIVES, 
ComMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, June 80, 1954. 


The committee met at 2:30 p. m., Hon. Dewey Short, chairman of 
the committee, presiding. 

The CuarrMan. Bob, you have the report of the subcommittee. 

Mr. Smarr. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Let’s have a report on Mr. Shafer’s subcommittee. 

The Cuatrman. No. We have several bills from Mr. Johnson’s 
subcommittee. 

Mr. Jounson. Are we going to take them up today? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Bob, you gave me that list, I think. 

Mr. Smart. I have a duplicate here. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Johnson has several bills to report. Nine or 
ten bills. If the committee will pay attention now, I think we can 
finish them hurriedly. . 

Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, S. 1999 is a bill to provide for the re- 
covery, care, and disposition of tae remains of members of the uni- 
formed services and certain other personnel. 

The basic objectives of this bill are, (1) to obtain a uniformity of 
authority, policy, and operation in the care and disposition of the 
remains of deceased members of the uniformed services and, (2) to 
consolidate existing statutes under which the uniformed services now 
conduct such activities and which, because of differences in provisions 
or language do not permit the required uniformity of application. 

As | have said, the greatest portion of this bill is a consolidation of 
existing statutes and rather than take the committee’s time to go 
through these statutes I will point out the authorization which the 
bill provides not now provided by law. 

First, the bill will authorize the payment of necessary expenses 
incurred for the transportation of the remains of dependents of mem- 
bers of the uniformed services and of civilian employees from the 
place of death overseas to such person’s home. At the present time, 
a serviceman’s dependents residing with him overseas are entitled to 
be transported back to the United States at Government expense. 
However, should the dependent die, there is no authority to bring the 
body home at Government expense. This simply means that the 
Government will pay to bring a dependent back to the United States 
if they are alive but not if they are dead. 

Second, the bill authorizes the acquisition and maintenance of 
grave sites in commercial cemeteries for the temporary interment of 
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remains. Now that Government personnel are stationed in many 
isolated places overseas it becomes necessary to have this type of 
authority so that where mortuary facilities are not of the best, bodies 
can be temporarily interred while awaiting transportation back. to 
the United States. Furthermore, the laws of some countries require 
interment for a certain period before the bodies can be moved. At 
Gibraltar, for instance, it is 1 year, in Brazil 5 years. 

Third, the bill authorizes the removal and reinterment of remains 
from cemeteries on military reservations when such cemeteries have 
been, or are to be, discontinued. The present law requires that the 
military installation must be abandoned before remains can be 
removed and it is considered that a broader authority should be given 
the military departments in this respect. 

Fourth, the bill extends benefits to deceased members of Reserve 
components who die while engaged in inactive-duty training. This 
would place members of the Reserve components on the same basis 
as members of the Regular services and other Reserves who die 
while on active duty. 

The subcommittee amended the bill in two instances, both amend- 
ments being of a technical nature. On page 4, line 8, delete the 
word “and” immediately preceding “Air Force’? and insert after 
“Air Force” a comma Me the phrase “and Coast Guard.” The 
Coast Guard was omitted from this section of the bill through 
inadvertence. 

On page 6, line 19, delete ‘section 2” and insert in lieu thereof 
“clause (c)”, and on page 6, line 21, strike “Suc. 2.” and insert in 
lieu thereof “(c)”. This also is a technical amendment correcting 
a typographical error. ; 

Mr. Chairman, this is a Department of Defense measure and has 
the approval of the Bureau of the Budget. The only benefits bein 
increases over those now given by existing law and having a fisce 
effect are those which extend coverage to reservists who die while on 
inactive-duty training, and the furnishing of transportation for the 
remains of dependents of members of the uniformed services and 
civilian employees of other Government agencies. 

It is estimated that the bill will, therefore, entail the additional 
expenditure of approximately $70,000 annually. However, since the 
greatest portion of this sum would be expended for the transportation 
of the remains of dependents, it should be pointed out that the Govern- 
ment would have to transport the dependents back to the United 
States if they were living and, consequently, in the final analysis the 
bill should not cost over $35,000 more than is now being spent. 

Mr. Chairman, I move a favorable consideration of the subcom- 
mittee’s report. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I didn’t exactly understand what he 
had to say with reference to benefits to reservists. 

Now, explain that. Do I understand that a reservist that is not 
on active duty: The Government contributes something to his burial 
expenses? 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Ducander, explain that. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. At the present time the law provides 
that if a reservist on inactive-duty training is killed in aerial flight, 
the Government will pay for the recovery of his remains. 
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Consequently, persons on Reserve inactive training particularly on 
weekend training, who are killed—they are few in number, but if they 
are killed on the ground or contracted a disease and died from that 
disease, they are not covered under the law at the present time. 

Mr. Vinson. Then this coverage extends to a reservist who is taking 
weekend training? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. The report didn’t say training. 

Mr. Bares. Yes; it did. 

Mr. Van Zanpv. Inactive-duty training. 

The Crarrman. [t is all right, then. Without objection—oh, 
pardon me. 

Mr. Brooks. May I ask a question, since the bill passed? 

The CuarrMan. No; it hasn’t passed yet. 

Mr. Brooks. Will it cover ROTC? 

Mr. Ducanpemr. Yes, sir; it covers ROTC, not in a school, but 
when ordered to a camp for summer training. 

Mr. Brooxs. But not in the school? 

Mr. Ducanper. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. We passed that bill a few years ago. 

Mr. Vinson. Vote. 

Mr. Jonnson. This is a consolidation of all the bilis of various 
kinds. 

Mr. Smarr. O. k. 

The CHArrMANn. Without objection, the bill is favorably reported. 

Next 

Mr. Bares. As amended. 

The CuatrmMan. As amended, 

Mr. Rivers. Don’t make your report so long. 

Mr. Jounson. We have to sometimes. This is a shorter one. 


SUBCOMMITTEE REporT on H. R. 9200 


Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Chairman, this bill will authorize the President 
to present the Distinguished Flying Cross to Col. Bennett Hill Griffin. 

Colonel Griffin has had a long and illustrious career in aviation. 
He became a pilot in the United States Army during World War I 
and remained in the service until after the war. He came back into 
the service in 1942 as a major and remained on active duty until after 
the war when he was discharged as a colonel. During his last tour 
of duty in the Air Force he served as the commanding officer of the 
2d Operational Training Unit, Air Transport Command, and as field 
air inspector of the same command. The training unit became the 
largest and the main source of supply of transport flight crews. Be- 
cause the Air Transport Command was in its infancy at the time, it was 
necessary for Colonel Griffin to develop organizations and procedures 
without the advantage of previous Air Force experiences of a similar 
nature to guide him. He was unusually successful in the performance 
of his duties and received both the Legion of Merit and the Air Medal 
in recognition of his outstanding contributions to the war effort. 

In civilian life, Colonel Griffin has always been employed in aviation. 
Since 1933 he has been with the United States Government as aero- 
nautical inspector, aeronautical development expert, Director of the 


Civil Aeronautics Standardization Center and, now, administrator of 
pee ee National Airport. He is recognized as an authority 
in his field. 

Colonel Griffin received recognition for his extraordinary achieve- 
ments in aerial flight, particularly following World War I. This is 
the basis of the award. 

Mr. Jounson. On July 5 and 6, 1932, Colonel Griffin, accompanied 
by Mr. James Mattern, made the first transoceanic flight from North 
America nonstop to Berlin, Germany. This flight required the 
greatest of scientific planning without the use of what is considered 
today to be essential equipment. The aircraft used was a Wasp- 
powered Lockheed Vega and the distance was coverd in 18 hours and 
41 minutes, establishing a new record. 

The Department of the Air Force suggested an amendment to the 
bill which would make it more nearly conform to the statute authoriz- 
ing the award of the Distinguished Flying Cross. The amendment 
adopted by the subcommittee was as follows: 

Strike all words following the word ‘“Cross’’ on line 4 and substitute 
the words, “, with accompanying ribbon, to Colonel Bennett Hill 
rg in recognition of his extraordinary achievements in aerial 

ight.”’ 

There have been six precedents for this legislation. The Dis- 
tinguished Flying Cross was awarded by Congress to Amelia Earhart 
for her flight from Newfoundland to Ireland, to Wiley Post and 
Harold Gatty for their round-the-world flight, to Russell Boardman 
and John Polando for their nonstop flight—— 

The Cuarrman. I think we will take care of Colonel Griffin. 

Any objection? We will take care of Colonel Griffin—— 

Mr. Vinson. Wait. No, Mr. Chairman. Let me say this, now. 
We have established by law a board in the Department that considers 
all of these decorations. 

Now if you open up here and give by an act of Congress one officer 
a decoration, why, you will just be flooded with requests for recognition 
by the others. 

Mr. Suarer. Yes. 

Mr. Jonnson. Now wait. The four that I started to read were all 
awarded by Congress. And at that time, when he made the flight, 
there was no such board in existence. 

Mr. Vinson. It doesn’t make a bit of difference. You got a board 
down here now that considers all matters of this kind and if we start 
on it, why there is no end to it. 

Mr. Wruson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Witson. At the time he made the flight he was not a member 
of the Air Force and therefore is not under the jurisdiction of the 
board vou are speaking of. 

Mr. Vinson. Therefore he is not entitled to the Distinguished 
Flying Cross, because that only applies when people are in the service. 

(Chorus of ‘‘No.’’) 

Mr. Jonnson. No, it doesn’t. 

Mr. Ducanper. Wiley Post and Col. Roscoe Turner were not in the 
Air Force but were awarded the Distinguished Flying Cross. 

Mr. Smart. Amelia Earhart. 
Mr. Vinson. That was by special act. 
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Mr. Ducanper. Yes; but this will also be by a special act of 
Congress. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask the chairman a question. How long did 
you fly with this man? 

Mr. Jounson. I didn’t fly with him. He flew after the war. 
I flew in the war. 

The Cuarrman. It is approved by the Department? 

_ Mr. Jounson. Approved by the Department. 

Mr. Wirson. This bill proves our bipartisanship. It was intro- 
duced by a member of the minority party. 

Mr. Vinson. Whose bill is it? 

Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Wickersham’s. 

The CHarrman. We will report it. Without objection, it is favor- 
ably reported. Take the next bill. 

Mr. Jounson. This is a report on H. R. 6223. Mr. Chairman, 
section 87. 

Section 87 of the National Defense Act has to do with the loss, dam- 
age, or destruction of military property issued to the National Guard 
and Air National Guard. 

The primary purpose of H. R. 5223 is to make it possible for the 
appropriate Secretary to relieve the States from accountability and 
pecuniary liability for lost, damaged, or destroyed property except 
when such loss was due to carelessness, negligence, or could have been 
avoided by the exercise of reasonable care. 

Under the present law the Secretary may relieve the State of account- 
ability for lost or damaged property only when it is shown that the 
property was lost or damaged through unavoidable causes. This 
simply means that there must always be a showing that the loss was 
“unavoidable” and the strict interpretation of this one word has 
operated to the disadvantage of the States. 

For example, take the case where property is lost during field train- 
ing and it has not been shown that the State or any of its officers were 
at fault. The survey officer recommends that the State be relieved, 
however, if it cannot be proved that the loss was “unavoidable” ; the 
State must be charged with the value of the lost property. 

Another actual example is as follows: A civilian motor vehicle col- 
lided with a National Guard vehicle. No fault on the part of the 
National Guard vehicle. No fault on the part of the National Guard 
driver was proven. Nevertheless, the Army held that the State had 
not proven that the damage was “unavoidable” and the amount of 
the damage was charged to the State. 

The bill would change the criteria for State accountability so that 
States would not be liable for lost, stolen, or destroyed property unless 
it was due to carelessness or negligence, or that it could have been 
avoided by the exercise of reasonable care. 

The bill brings the statute up to date by including the Air National 
Guard and eliminating the title “Sec retary of War” and substituting 
the words ‘‘appropriate secretary”. 

Aside from the foregoing there are no substantive changes and the 
bill in other respects is a restatement of existing law. 

The subcommittee amended the bill as follows: 

On page 2, line 11, strike the words “Army of the United States, 
Air Force of the United States’, and insert “United States Army, 
United States Air Force’. 


| 
| 


4884 


The same amendment is made on page 4, lines 24 and 25. This 
would conform with the official title of the Army and Air Force as 
established by the Army-Air Force Reorganization Act. 

The subcommittee also amended the bill by inserting the words 
“Commonwealth of Puerto Rico’? wherever the words “National 
Guard or Air National Guard of any State, Territory, or the District 
of Columbia” appear. These amendments were included to make 
certain that the bill applied to the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

Other amendments are as follows: 

On page 2 line 16 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I think the committee has the purport 
of this bill. May I ask you this? What became of the bill on the 
calendar a few days ago dealing with the question of officers in the 
National Guard? 

Mr. Buanprorp. You mean property and fiscal officers? 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. 

Mr. BLuanprorp. The Senate agreed to the House amendment, and 
I believe it has gone to the President for signature. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I move the bill be favorably reported. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right to object. Is the 
Department of the Army in favor of this? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. They are. The difference in the language is that you 
have carelessness and negligence that could have been avoided by the 
exercise of reasonable care. 

Now I don’t know from the legal point of view how much easier you 
are going to make it under the provisions of this bill. 

r. JounsoN. They are going to have more flexibility. 

Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Bates, it takes out the word “unavoidable”. 
At the present time the National Guard must prove the loss was not 
unavoidable and that is a terribly hard thing for them to prove, 
according to the record. 

Mr. Bares. Well, reasonable care or carelessness. Negligence 
won’t take care of some of the things he cited as examples here, for 
something that is lost. 

Mr. Ducanper. | think the case where the civilian vehicle and the 
National Guard vehicle collided and there was no show of negligence 
or anything on the part of the National Guard driver, still they 
couldn’t prove that it was unavoidable. 

Mr. Bares. I know. But if you lost something in the field, then 
what is the decision on that? 

Mr. Vinson. He would be relieved of it. 

Mr. Ducanper. If there was no carelessness or neglect. If a 
survey officer showed there was no carelessness or neglect. 

Mr. Bares. In other words, it is a whitewash. “Phat is what you 
are potting down to now. 

. Jounson. No. 

Mr. Vinson. Let’s vote. 

The Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Miter. I was going to say this puts it on the same basis as 
you would in the Regular services. iy 

Mr. DucanpeEr. That is exactly right. 


Mr. Mituer. You are putting the Guard on the same basis as the 
Regular service. 
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Mr. Vinson. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN. right, without objection, it is favorably 
reported. 

r. JOHNSON. This is subcommittee report on H. R. 9006. 
Mr. Chairman, the Department of the Army is custodian of 28 war 
ainti 
. Mr. Vinson. Twenty-eight what? 

Mr. Jonnson. Twenty-eight war paintings, which were made b 
German artists during the desert campaign in Africa in World War II. 
These paintings are trophies of war and were captured during that 
campaign. 

The paintings depict Australian troops in North Africa, El Alamein, 
and Crete. The Australian Government has requested that it be 

iven these 28 paintings inasmuch as all depict Australian troops. 
Under existing law, the Secretary of the Army has no authority to 
make gifts of this nature. There is authority to sell certain items to 
foreign governments but no authority to make outright donations of 
such items. 

Authority does exist to permit the donation of certain condemned or 
obsolete equipment to various organizations of the United States and 
the proposed legislation would extend this authority so as to make it 
applicable to foreign museums and foreign national museums. i 
will allow the transfer by donation of these pictures to Australia. 

This is a departmental bill and is approved by the Bureau of the 
Budget. Enactment of the bill will have no fiscal effect. 

The CHatrmMan. Without objection, it is reported. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I am ~ to see the Department is 

etting up these important bills and leaving unimportant stuff like 
Cceniadiisation to wait for us to act on sometime in the future. 

The CuarrMan. S. 3197. 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this bill is to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to accept gifts of money or other in- 
tangible personal property and the Administrator of General Services 
to accept gifts or real or personal property offered to the Government 
by members of the general public on the condition that the gifts be 
made for a particular defense purpose. 

At the present time the Government is authorized to accept un- 
conditional donations of money but statutory authority is necessa 
to accept gifts of money or other property where the gift is made with 
a stipulation that it be used for a specified purpose. To put the situa- 
tion in a simple way, a gift cannot be accepted if there is a string 
attached to it. 

This legislation is similar to the conditional gift authority that was 
in effect during World War II. Under that authority considerable 
amounts of money and other property were accepted by the Secretary 
of the Treasury on behalf of the Government. As a matter of fact, 
over $6 million in cash was donated to the Government by patriotic 
citizens. 

- The reenactment of conditional gift authority is considered desirable 
at the present time. During periods of emergency persons motivated 
by fe sige sage and the desire to do more than their call of duty volun- 
tarily offer gifts to the Government conditioned on their use for a 
particular purpose. : 

Mr. Wicxersuam. Mr. Chairman—— 
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Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, we understand what the bill is. I 
move the bill be favorably reported. And I suggest that in the future 
Mr. Johnson and Mr. Ducander hold a meeting to see if we can’t 
limit their views to one page. 

Mr. Bates. I have an amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection. 

Mr. Bares. An amendment. On line 12, page 1, change the 
spelling of the word “Particular.” It is spelled wrong. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Change the spelling. 

Mr. Bares. Change the spelling of the word “Particular” to the 
correct method of spelling. 

Mr. Jonnson. What page are you on? 

Mr. Bares. On page 1, line 12. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Off the record, Mr. Chairman. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. Vinson. I want to compliment Mr. Johnson on his diligence, 
but I certainly would commend brevity to his consideration of brevity. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

Mr. Jounson. If you left some of these out you would object. 
So we put everything in the reports. 

The All right. 9008? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. All right. 

Mr. Jounson. Is to provide the uniform authority for the deposit 
Me savings by enlisted members of the military services on a permanent 

asis. 

There is permanent authority in law for the deposit of savings by 
enlisted members of the armed services. However, under that per- 
manent authority, savings cannot be withdrawn until the expiration 
of an enlistment. It was learned in the early days of World War II 
that this provision of law caused many hardships. If an emergency 
arose whereby an enlisted person needed money for himself or his 
family he was unable to withdraw his savings regardless of how much 
he may have had oi deposit. Consequently, a temporary statute 
was enacted in 1942 allowing depositors to withdraw their savings, 
under such regulations as the Secretary might prescribe, when it was 
necessary. This temporary authority has been extended from time 
to time and expires July 1, 1954. 

The CuarrMan. This is to make it permanent? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All. right, without objection, it is favorably 
reported. 

The Cuarrman. H. R. 9001. 

Mr. Rivers. Can we see the end of it? 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes; we are getting to the end of the reports. 

Three more. Hold on. 

This bill provides for the award of certain medals, crosses, and 
other similar awards in cases where the statement or report recom- 
mending the award was not completely processed because of loss or 
inadvertence. 

Under existing provisions of law, a recommendation for a medal or 
award must be made within fixed limits, that is, 3 years for naval 
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service awards and 2 years for military service awards. Likewise, 
the issuance of such an award must be made within a prescribed time, 
that is, 5 years in the case of the Navy and Marine Corps, and 3 years 
in the case of the Army and Air Force. 

Mr. WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, it was unanimously reported by 
the subcommittee. I move we report it. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection. 

Go ahead to H. R. 7734. 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

This is less than a page. 

Mr. DucanpeEr. Do you want me to explain the bill, Mr. Johnson? 

Mr. Jounson. No, no. 

Mr. Bares. Just explain it. 

Mr. Jonunson. H. R. 9561 is a bill to correct typographical errors 
in Public Law 368, 83d Congress. That bill has to do with furnish- 
ing supplies and equipment by the Air Force to the Civil Air Patrol. 

WickersHam. Mr. Chairman, it is typographical errors. The 
committee reported it unanimously. I move a favorable report of it. 

The Cuarrman. We have only one more. 

Let the chairman announce—— 

Mr. Jounson. Move this one out. 

The CuarrmMan. Before any of you leave, the full committee will 
meet Friday morning at 10 o’clock; will we have the tanker bill 
ready at that time? 

Mr. Suarer. If certain things transpire in the meantime we will 
have it. 

The Cuarrman. Friday morning at 10. 

Well, the Subcommittee on Housing is going to meet tomorrow; 
isn’t it? 

Mr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. 9:30. 

The CuHarrman. Well, that is important. We don’t want to 
interfere. We better not meet tomorrow. We will meet Friday 
morning at 10, or maybe we will leave it just subject to the call of 
the chairman. 

Mr. Vinson. Subject to call of the Chair. 

The Chairman. Our intention, though, is to meet Friday morning 
at 10. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, it will be Friday. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, we have one more. 

The CuartrMan. We have one more. 

Mr. Bisnor. Mr. Chairman, some of us are leaving town. 

The CuarrMan. What is it? 

Mr. Bisuopr. I say, I am leaving town. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, one more bill. 

Mr. Johnson. 

H. R. 7734. 

Mr. Jounson. Yes. This might be controversial. 

The CHarrRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. The National Defense Act provides that the Secre- 
tary of War is authorized to issue to educational institutions at which 
Reserve Officers’ Training Corps are maintained, such equipment as 
may be necessary to efficiently maintain and train the ROTC units 
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at such institutions. The act further provides that each institution to 
which property of the United States is issued shall give a bond in the 
value of the property issued for the care and safekeeping thereof. 

The purpose of H. R. 7734 is to eliminate the need for a bond by any 
State institution so long as that institution provides measures for the 
care and safekeeping of nonexpendable property. 

The subcommittee held rather lengthy hearings on this bill because 
there was considerable interest on the part of colleges and universities 
where ROTC units are maintained. The testimony showed that 
because of the language of the National Defense Act, it requires a bond 
equal to the value of all equipment issued to such institutions, the 
annual premiums which the colleges are having to pay are in many 
cases quite high—running into several theniaeels of dollars per year, 
and it is the contention of these colleges that they should be relieved 
of this annual expense. 

On the other hand, the Department of the Army, speaking for the 
Department of Defense, is of the opinion that the bill should be 
amended by striking all after the enacting clause and _ inserti 
language which would continue to require the colleges to furnish a vee | 
but only in such amount as the Secretary considers appropriate for the 
ons and safekeeping of the Government property issued to these 
colleges. 

The Department witness assured the committee that if the Secre- 

tary of the Army or the Secretary of the Air Force had the authority 
to set the amount of the bond that such amounts could be lowered 
considerably and that annual premiums in most cases should not cost 
the institution over $50 to $100 per year. 
' The subcommittee was of the opinion that this was an entirely 
reasonable amendment and if the Secretary kept the amount of the 
bonds down to a reasonable amount where the premiums would not 
exceed $100 annually in most cases, that such premiums should not 
work a hardship on the colleges. 

Mr. Vinson. Wait one minute. 

Is there any language in the bill that says the bond shall not exceed 
a premium of over $100? 

Mr. Ducanpsr. No, sir. 

There is no language. It is left up to the Secretary. But the 
subcommittee decided 

Mr. Vinson. Then the school authorities must give a bond for the 
property? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir. 

‘ Mr. Vinson. And the Secretary states how much the bond should 
e? 

Mr. Ducanper. Right. 

Mr. Jounson. That is right. I move it be reported. 

Mr. WickersHam. Second. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, it is reported. 

Mr. Jounson. That is the end, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. We have just one more here. 

Mr. Vinson. I do think in all seriousness that Mr. Johnson is 
entitled to the thanks of the committee, he and Mr. Ducander 
notwithstanding the fact they are rather lengthy reports, for the careful 
consideration they have given to all these bills. 
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The CuarrMan. It is very tedious. 

Mr. Vinson. No doubt about it. 

The CuarrMan. This is drudgery. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Johnson having been home and Mr. Ducander having made his 
first appearance this session tried to consume it all in 1 afternoon. 
[Laughter]. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Russ. 

Mr. BLANnpForp. Yes, sir. 

H. R. 7131 is a bill reported by Subcommittee No. 2, and by 
direction of the subcommittee all after the enacting clause was stricken 
and we restricted the bill to fleet admirals of the Navy who were 
placed on the active list by the act of 1946. 

The situation is this. There is an 1896 statutute which applies only 
to the Navy and Marine Corps which says that active-list officers of 
the Navy and Marine Corps may not be employed by any person or 
industry which engages in the manufacture or sale—I will read it— 
furnishing naval supplies or war materials to the Government and such employ- 
ment is hereby made unlawful. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask this: Does this permit 
Admiral Nimitz to work on the same basis that General 
MacArthur—— 

Mr. Buanprorp. General MacArthur and General Bradley. That 
is all it amounts to. It is restricted to those people solely. 

Mr. Vinson. I move a favorable report. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute, before you do that. 

We had taken care of that line of discussion which in that act 
referred to representing companies with war contracts? 

Mr. Buanprorp. Well, what we say in our amended bill is that 
they shall be considered to be retired naval officers for the purposes 
of the 1896 statute, that is all. 

Mr. Vinson. I see, instead of the active list. 

Mr. Buanprorp. That is right, for the purposes of that statute only. 

Mr. Vinson. Then it can’t be said on the floor of the House that 
by this language we are permitting officers on the active list to be 
engaged in selling to the Department, but we interpreted the statute 
to be on the retired list. 

Mr. Buanprorp. We say that all the laws and criminal statutes 
which apply to retired personnel. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Buanprorp. They shall be considered retired naval people for 
the purpose of this law. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I move favorable consideration. 

Mr. Bates. Second the motion. 

The CuarrMan. All right. 

The committee will stand adjourned subject to the call of the 
Chair. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. Which perhaps will be Friday morning at 10 
o'clock. 

(Whereupon, at 4:05 p. m., the committee adjourned, subject to 
call of the Chair.) 
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